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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration is respectfully requested in view of the foregoing amendments 
and the following remarks. 

L CLAIM STATUS AND AMENDMENTS 

Claims 1 13-122 were pending in this application when last examined. 

Claims 1 17-122 were examined on the merits and stand rejected. 

Claims 113-116 were withdrawn as non-elected subject matter. These claims are 
amended to require all the limitations of the claims under examination. Therefore, rejoinder is 
respectfully requested upon allowance of the claims under examination. 

Claims 1 13-1 19 are amended. 

Support for the "homology of 95% or more" in part (b) of claims 113 and 117 can be 
found in paragraph [0131] of the specification as filed. 

Support for the definition of "stringent condition" in claims 115 and 1 17 can be found in 
paragraph [0135] of the specification as filed. 

No new matter has been added. 

II. FOREIGN PRIORITY 

The Examiner is respectfully requested to fully acknowledge the claim for foreign 
priority by checking boxes 12(a)(l, 2, or 3) on the coversheet of the next response. Enclosed is a 
copy of Form PCT/IB/304 indicating that the certified priority document was submitted to the 
PTO by the International Bureau (Attachment A). 

III. INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Applicants respectfully request consideration of JP 1 1-322781 designated "AE" which 
was not considered in the Notice of References Cited by Applicant and Considered by the 
Examiner. Applicants note that the relevancy of this reference is given in the International 
Search Report filed with the Information Disclosure Statement of May 18, 2008. Enclosed is a 
copy of the Form PTO-1449 for the Examiner's convenience (Attachment B). 
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IV. INDEFINITENESS REJECTIONS 

On pages 2-3, claims 1 17 and 120 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 
paragraph, as indefinite. 

Claims 117 and 120 are amended to recite the definition of "stringent condition". 
Therefore, this rejection is overcome as applied to amended claims 1 17 and 120 for reasons 
which are self-evident. 

V. WRITTEN DESCRIPTION/ENABLEMENT REJECTION 

On pages 3-5, claims 1 17 and 120 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, 
on the basis that the specification lacks written description support for a protein, including 
deletion, substitution or addition of one or several amino acid residues and interacts with a c-Jun 
protein, which is considered to be a broad genus of amino acid sequences. 

Claims 117 and 120 are amended to limit the scope to amino acid sequences showing a 
homology of 95% or more to any one of the specified sequences of SEQ ID NOS: 120 and 121 
in order to expedite prosecution and without acquiescence to the Examiner's position. 

In view of the high homology, i.e., structural similarity, a person of skill in the art can 
reasonably recognize that the present inventors had possession of the claimed invention. 
Therefore, this rejection is overcome. 

VI. OBVIOUSNESS REJECTION 

On pages 5-6, claims 1 17-122 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over 
Lopez-Egido et al. in view of accession number K01 347. Applicants respectfully traverse this 
rejection as applied to the amended claims. 

The Office asserts that Lopez-Egido et al. teach methods for detecting an interaction 
between glial fibrillary acidic protein (GFAP) and menin, and that it would have been obvious to 
use SEQ ID NO: 250 or 120 for the nucleotide sequence encoding GFAP or the amino acid 
sequence of GFAP. 

Applicants note that Lopez-Egido et al. discloses that menin associates with JunD and 
that menin interacts with GFAP and vimentin (See Abstract, pg. 175), which may suggest the 
interaction between JunD and GFAP via menin. However, JunD is different from c-Jun. 
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Therefore, the interaction between c-Jun and GFAP is not expected from Lopez-Egido et al. 
which is silent about c-Jun. 

The accession number KOI 347 only discloses the sequence of GFAP. This accession 
number fails to teach JunD and c-Jun are equivalent. The accession number KOI 347 cannot 
remedy the basic inadequacy of Lopez-Egido et al to make the claimed invention obvious. 

For the above-noted reasons, this rejection is untenable and should be withdrawn. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is in condition for allowance and early notice to that effect is hereby 
requested. 

If the Examiner has any comments or proposals for expediting prosecution, please 
contact the undersigned attorney at the telephone number below. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Etsuko MIYAMOTO et al. 

By:. 

William R. Schmidt, II 
Registration No. 58,327 
Attorney for Applicants 



WRS/lc 

Washington, D.C. 20006-1021 
Telephone (202) 721-8200 
Facsimile (202) 721-8250 
January 16, 2009 
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ATTACHMENTS 

A. Form PO7IB/304 

B. Form PTO-1449 from IDS of May 18, 2006 
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